114 ¥OUD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT RN

 NATURE: OF CHARGE: Misbranding, ‘Section . 403 (a), the label designation
“Sorghum Syrup” was false and misleading since the product consisted of a
mixture of serghum, corn sirup, and sucar sirup.

DISPOSITION . June 25, 1952. Default decree of condemnation. The court
ordered that the product be delivered to a pubhc institution.

19222, Adulteration and misbranding of sorghum molasses. U. S. v. 36 Cans, etc.
(F. D. C. No. 32918. Sample No. 34245-L.)

Liser FiLep: March 31, 1952, Western District of Tennessee.

AriEGEp SHIPMENT: On or about January 26, 1952, by Buck Hillman, from
Conehatta, Miss. i

Propucr: 36 1-gallon cans and 6 14-gallon cans of molasses at Bells, Tenn.

LABEL, IN PART: “Newton County, Mississippi Honey Drip Sorghum Mo-
lasses.” '

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (2), a mixture of sorghum,
corn sirup, and. sugar had been substltuted in whole or in part for sorghum
1molasses. :

Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label statement “Sorghum Molasses” was
false and mlsleadmg .

DISPOSITION : June 5, 1952. Default decree of condemnation. The court

ordered that the product be delivered to a charitable 1nst1tut10n

19223 Mlsbrandlng of sorghum sirup. U.S.v.9 Cases, etc. (F.D. C. No. 33077
, Sample No. 34256-L.) .

Liser FILED: April 22, 1952, Western District of Tennessee. ~

AriEcED SEHIPMENT: On or about January 15, 1952, from Thrasher, Miss.

PropUCT: 24 cases, each containing .12 4%4-pound cans, of sirup at Martin,
Tenn. .

LABEL, IN'PART (15 cases) “Honey Drip Sorghum Flavored And Blended
COntams Corn Syrup, Sugar Syrup and Cane Syrup.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Unlabeled portion. Misbranding, Sections 403 (e) (L)
and (2), the product failed to bear a label containing the name and place of

business of the manufacturer, packer, or distributor, and an accurate state- -

‘ment of the quantity of the contents; Section 403 (i) (1), it failed to bear a
label containing the common or usual name of the food; and, Section 403 (i)
(2), it was fabricated from two or more ingredients, and it failed to bear a
label containing the common or usual name of each ingredient.

' Labeled portion. Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label statement “Honey

Drip Sorghum” was false and misleading since the product consisted of a .

mixture of sugar sirup and. corn sirup with apprommately 10 percent cane or
sorghum sirup.

The product was misbranded while held for sale affer shxpment in inter-
state commerce, :

DisposiTioN: May 29, 1952. Default decree of condemnation. The court
ordered that the product be delivered to a public institution.
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